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Ms. Sandhya Jindal,

Gaushala Road,

Gidderbaha – 152101,

Distt. – SriMuktsar Sahib







..…Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Executive Officer,

Nagar Council,

Gidderbaha – 152101,

Distt. – SriMuktsar Sahib

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Gidderbaha – 152101,

Distt. – SriMuktsar Sahib

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

SriMuktsar Sahib
     





  
          …Respondent




Appeal  Case No.  1397  of 2014
Present :
 None on behalf of the appellant.

 Sh. Baljinder Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Gidderbaha, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER         
 On the last date of hearing, held on 03.06.2014, the respondent-PIO, Sh. Hardeep 

Singh Dhaliwal, S. D. M., Gidderbaha was directed to file his reply in the shape of an affidavit.
Sh. Baljinder Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Gidderbaha, who appeared on behalf of the 
respondent in today’s hearing,  submits a letter no. 773 dated 17.06.2014 signed by S. D. M., Gidderbaha, stating that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Ms. Sandhya Jindal on 11.06.2014 in person. He also produces a written-note dated 11.06.2014 signed by the applicant as an acknowledgement of having received the requisite information. It is taken on record.
After examining the documents placed on record, it is found that Sh. Hardeep 

Singh Dhaliwal, S. D. M., Gidderbaha, has not filed his reply as directed vide orders dated 03.06.2014.
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Sh. Baljinder Singh, states that as the information has already been supplied, reply 

given by S. D. M., Gidderbaha 
vide letter no. 773 dated 17.06.2014, may be taken as his reply.
Taking into consideration the reply, given by S. D. M., Gidderbaha vide letter no. 

773 dated 17.06.2014, the case is disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

  (Chander Parkash)

8th July, 2014

                                     State Information Commissioner
P. S. :

The appellant, Ms. Sandhya Jindal, appeared in person after the hearing was over. 

She was read out the above order.

She also gives in writing that  she has received the requisite information and is 
satisfied with the same.

The case stands disposed of and closed.

  (Chander Parkash)

8th July, 2014

                                     State Information Commissioner
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Harinder Paul Dhingra,

Qr. No. 6 – J,

ABOHAR, Canal Colony

 Distt. - Fazilka








  ..…Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Primary

Education Officer,

Abohar – 1, Distt. - Fazilka



   
   
  
    ..…Respondent




   
Complaint  Case No.  3681  of 2013

Present :
Sh. Harinder Paul Dhingra, the complainant in person.
None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER         
 On the last date of hearing, held on 04.06.2014, another opportunity was given to 

the respondent-PIO, Sh.  Ashok Kumar Dhosiwal, B. P. E. O., Abohar – 2, to supply the remaining  information in connection with point no. 1 of the RTI request, to the complainant.
The complainant, Sh. Harinder Paul Dhingra, who appeared in person in today’s 

hearing states that remaining  information in connection with point no. 1 of the RTI request has not  been supplied to him by the respondent-PIO so far.
If the complainant is not satisfied with the information supplied, he is advised to 

approach higher authorities as the Information Commission has not power to direct the PIOs to supply the requisite information to the information-seeker as per para 30 and 31 of the judgmentof the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India, given in  CIVIL APPEAL NOs.10787-10788 OF 2011 - Chief Information Commr.& Anr. versus State Of Manipur & Anr. on 12 December, 2011, applies in this case which are as under :


30) 
It has been contended before us by the respondent that under Section 18 of the Act the Central Information Commission or the State Information Commission has no power to provide access to the information which has been requested for by any person but which has been denied to him. The only order which can be passed by the Central Information Commission or the State Information Commission, as the case may be, under Section 18 is an order of penalty provided under Section 20. However, before such order is passed the Commissioner must be satisfied that the conduct of the Information Officer was not bona fide.
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31)
We uphold the said contention and do not find any error in the impugned judgment of the High court whereby it has been held that the Commissioner while entertaining a complaint under Section 18 of the said Act has no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for access to the information”.
Hence, No cognizance is required to be taken in this case. 

On the hearing held on 21.03.2014, Sh.  Ashok Kumar Dhosiwal, had already 

submitted a reply dated 20.01.2014 to the show-cause issued to him under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, vide orders dated 18.12.2013.

On the hearing held on 06.05.2014, Sh.  Ashok Kumar Dhosiwal, had already 

submitted a reply dated 06.05.2014 to the show-cause issued to him under Section 20 (2) of the RTI Act, vide orders dated 21.03.2014.

I have gone over the replies submitted by the respondent-PIO and found that the 

explanation given by him is genuine. In view of the explanation, the show-cause issued to him is dropped.

In view of the above, the case is disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

  (Chander Parkash)

8th July, 2014

                                     State Information Commissioner
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Raj Singh

S/o Sh. Isher Singh,

Village – Todarwal,

P. O. – Babarpur, Tehsil – Nabha,

Distt. - Patiala
- 147201







..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Supdt. of Police,

Patiala

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Inspector General of Police,

Zone – 1, Patiala
     





  
          …Respondent




         Appeal  Case No.  1143  of 2014
Present :
Sh. Raj Singh,  appellant in person.
Sh. Harjinder Singh, H. C., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER         
 On the last date of hearing, held on 04.06.2014, Sh. Hardial Singh Maan, S. S. P., 

Patiala, was directed to supply certified copies of the information mentioned against query No. 6 to the appellant within 15 days from that day.
Sh. Harjinder Singh, H. C., who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s 

hearing, hands over the requisite information, running into 133 pages to the appellant, Sh. Raj Singh during the hearing  in the Commission today. A copy of the same alongwith supplied information is taken on record.
The appellant, Sh. Raj Singh, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 

expresses his dissatisfaction over the information supplied to him by the respondent-PIO.
The respondent-PIO, who is Sh. Hardial Singh Maan, S. S. P., Patiala, is directed to 

file a reply in the shape of affidavit stating that whatever information is available in the official record has been supplied to the appellant and no other information is available in the official record.
The case is adjourned to  7th  August, 2014 (Thursday) at 11:00 A. M. in  

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

  (Chander Parkash)

8th July, 2014

                                     State Information Commissioner
CC :

Sh. Hardial Singh Maan, 

Sr. Supdt. of Police, Patiala
